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,SUMMARY

. Thxs statxstxcal brlef provxdes a portralt of chhxgan Migrant Education from the late 1980’s to the mid- .
~ 1990’s. It reviews the legislative highlights of the Migrant Education Law and the activities that employ ..
. migratory workers in Michigan: agriculture, forestry, and fisheries. Next, it details the goals. of Migrant -
~ Education and the eligibility requirements -for migratory children. Then, the report describes the state’s
profile within the U.S. scene for the number of children served and fundmg for the program. Bas1c counts
and other statistical indicators are 1llustrated by tables and graphs

‘These mclude a breakdown by sex, ethmcxty/race, qualeymg activity, rmgrant status, home base state,
.and monthly and seasonal movement. After that, the report describes the location and type of local and
regional migrant education projects in Michigan. For each one year service cycle (regular school year plus.
- the following summer), tables and graphs show: the number of .children.served by Michigan Migrant
- . Education by age/grade, season, migrant status (formerly -migratory and currently migratory). A.map
- showing the location and capacity for migrant labor camps licensed by the Michigan Department of Public
Health (now called Commumty Health) Fmally, a list of- sources and related reading completes the report
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INTRODUCTION

" The State of. M1ch1gan through the M1ch1gan )
o 'Departrnent of -Education ‘began operating a Migrant
- Education Program in 1966. Under this federally-funded

. program, school districts or noriprofit agencies received

~ funds to operate supplementary educational programs for

.the children " of "migratory "agricultural workers or -
- migratory fishers. Typically, these educatronal services .-

may include instruction in reading, math, oral language,

English ‘as a- second language, and tutoring in other '.
school subjects In addition, the children get support1ve L
services such as medical and dental screening and?_c _
',referral career guidance, - transportatron to ‘and from .
school, emergency clothing’ and coordmatlon of food = |
- ‘services provided- by other programs..Day care may be o
prov1ded to preschools to free their school age siblings
o ‘from babysitting duties. Unlike the’ regular school,: "~ - -
.. .migrant education operates durmg the summer as well as ‘
-~ the -school year. Generally, summer programs serve a. .’

- larger number of migratory children than’ school year

L :programs, however, enrollments are substantial in falland . =
" spring’ correspondlng with p1ant1ng and harvest
employment of their parents. - o L

- Data presented in th1s pub11catlon is mostly from the_ L
* 1989 to the 1995. service cycles. Each cycle comprisesa =~
..school year and the following summer, e.g.,.1989 is made. -

up of the 1988-89 school year. plus the summer of 1989.-

-~ The federal fundmg cycle (Fiscal Year) is riot the same.

The  Fiscal Year begins July 1 of one year and ends'on -

" June 30 of the followmg year. Both cycles are a full year.

However, the service cycle is'the regular school year plus :

' the follow1ng summer vacatton "

The data portray the fundmg for migrant education in’
S Mrchrgan and the natron They descr1be the number-and. - .
-* percentage of m1gratory children in the 10 largest states.
‘ Other tables, charts, and ﬁgures 'show a breakdown of ) S
o M1ch1gan mlgratory -children by - sex, ethn1c1ty/race, o
- qualifying migrant’ act1v1ty (agr1culture and fishing), and -

- migrant status - (mobile: and settled-out). In addmon

' Michigan migratory ch11dren are identified by home base -
" state and by rmgratory pattern (interstate and intrastate).
N - Interstate rrugrants move between states or countnes,

" intrastate migrants move within- one state. The monthly "
and seasonal movement of migratory “children . in-

'M1ch1gan is also described. Data are presented on.the

- age/grade- distribution of migratory children served’ in .

Michigan by season (regular school year and. summer).

Finally, several maps show the location and type of local o

mlgrant educatton programs in the state for the past three

years and a map of the six reglonal 1dent1ﬁcatlon and

_recruitment prOJects : :
Qo

In sum, this statistical brief accountsfor‘:the‘recent. S
patterns and-trends in Michigan Migrant Education. Data -
- alone do not illustrate problems. But-through a-better

understanding of migrant education, there is a clearer

' ~ picture of the- needs and 1ssues of- mlgrant chlldren and :
g the1r educatlon : S

_:.OVERVIEW OF ACTIVITIES

"Mlchtgan Agnculture " C

- billion. Cash sales of crops and livestock contributed $3.4 - o
" billion to the total. In 1994. approx1mately 10.7 million -
- acres were’ used' for_ famnng, supportmg about 52,000
¢ farmers. More than 60 major commeércial crops are
?produced each season. Natlonally, M1ch1gan ranks among -
_ . 'the top three producers of 20 different crops. Michigan’s

“number one” crops include black turtle beans, cranberry -

. beans, navy beans, other dry beans, bluebernes, tart®

chernes, cucumbers for pickles, geraniums, Easter. lilies,
and - hanging ‘ flowers. Michigan is_the.second largest.

- -producer of all dry beans, celery, beddmg plants, gladiola,” :

other lilies, and summer potatoes. It is the third largest

" producer of asparagus, ( dark kidney beans,. snap beans and -
"+ carrots. The state is- the fourth producer of apples small -
-_white, dry beans, sweet cherries, fresh cucumbers,”
" floriculture, concord grapes, prunes and plums, and
. tomatoes. Michigan ranks fifth in the productior of light .
_red k1dney beans, all grapes, mobhair, mushrooms,. frésh
‘bell peppers, pornsettlas, and sugar beets. It is sixth in the - N
production of cauliflower, aple syrup, milk sherbet .

pears, and spearrmnt (see “List of Crops” on page 3)

M1ch1gan s 11vestock and poultry 1ndustry accounts.

o for about. half of total cash receipts from farming. In: B
1995, the, state’s 1nventory of livestock was 1.2 mllhon, -
: head of cattle witha value of $894 million. Durmg 1994 -
- chicken and egg production value was $52.2 million with " -

eggs account1ng for 97% of the total poultry production

. -value. The state- 1nventory of 1.25 million hogs and p1gs,. -
 * in 1994 was valued at $184 million. In. 1994, there were -

. 95,000 sheep and lambs with a value of $4.2 million with. -
.- an additional $311,000 for wool production. Michigan‘ -
" ranked seventh nationally in milk production and 10thin ..
‘ice-cream production in'1994. The 328,000 head of dairy ..
. cows produced- 5.5 billion pounds of milk. The state’s

commercial trout farms produced 942,000 pound valued

at $2.32 mrlhon ‘'making it seventh in_the nation. -
-~ Michigan also ranked seventh in-'the production of..

honey. In 1994, the state’ ‘produced 7.7 mrlhon pounds of
honey valued at $4.3 mllllon

- The second 1ead1ng 1ndustry, agr1cu1ture, contr1buted‘ -
nearly $3.4 billion to the state’s economy in 1994. The .
- processing component of agnculture added another $4



‘Mlchtgan Forestry

- Forests cover 50% (19.3 million acres) of M1ch1gan s

total land area. They are used- for both industry and . -

_ recreation. The total timberland, or forest lands capable of .
producing commercial timber, cover 95% of Michigan’s -

total forested lands. Hardwoods cover 75% of the of the =

timberlands and softwoods cover the remaining 25%.

Michigan has the Sth largest timberlands acreage in the.

contmental United States. Timberlands ownership in the

This general overv1ew of M1ch1gan agr1cu1ture,

forestry, and fisheries. underscores the rich diversity of . -

seasonal e_mployment in the state and the ways migrant .

workers add value to a number of différent products. All. o
‘combined, the industries of agriculture, forestry, and
. fisheries are of significant importance to the wealth of

Michigan’s economy. As highlighted in the. list on the

* ensuing page, numerous state ]ObS are available to nugrant :

state is as follows: 57% private noncommercial, 21% state, ’

14% federal, and 8% commercial forest industry

M1ch1gan s forests contnbute s1gn1ﬁcantly to the

state’s economy. Forest-based industries (wood products -

industry, tourism, and recreation) support nearly 150,000

jobs statewide while contributing $10 billion to the state’s

economy. The wood products industry provides 75% of the

-economic value of the state’s forests ‘while forest-based' )

tourism and recreation make up the remalmng 25%.

: M1ch1gan residents use 800 mllhon cubic feet of wood

_products annually. This is nearly equals the 830 million
- cubic feet of timber grown each year of the total
: tlmberlands Annual timber harvest are about 350 million

workers
LEGISLAT 1VE HIGHLIGH T. S

Since mid- 1960’s, the Mlgrant Education Law has

.changed in significant ways. Authorized in 1966, Migrant
- Education Program (MEP) is part of a much larger - -

federally funded program, the 1965 Elementary & -
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), designed to help low
achieving poor children in the nation’s schools. Since its -
inception, the MEP has gone through 10 renditions

culminating in the 1994 ESEA amendment known as, ,
. Improvmg America’s Schools Act

At the beginning of 1966, only 5to Ij-year-olds‘ who

~ had moved in the last twelve months (currently migratory) -

cubsic feet, or just under half the annual timber growth and o ‘

resident consumptlon of wood products
Mtchtgan Flshenes

- M1ch1gan borders four of the ﬁve Great Lakes, wh1ch
“collectively- compnse the largest body of fresh water in the

" world. In addition, Michigan has over 10,000 inland lakes, -

with their migratory agricultural worker parents -were
eligible for program .services. The 1968 amendment
extended services to formerly migratory children. (those °
who moved, then settled-out) for a total of six years. The
1972 changes gave currently ‘migratory .children priority

~and allowed but did not fund sérvices to preschoolers. In’
1974, the program ‘was expanded again to include the

and 36,000 miles of rivers and streams. Approximately 2 .
" million individuals, including nearly 400,000 nonresidents N
purchase licenses to sport fish in Michigan ‘each year. "

About one-third of Michigan anglers fish on the Great

Lakes, wh11e 45% fish inland lakes and 20% ﬁsh riversand |

streams
amounts to $1.7 billion, not including investments in boats,
" cottages, and real estate. The Great Lakes, Lake St. Clair,

Spending by sport ‘fishermen in Michigan - -

Houghton Lake, and H1gg1ns Lake are intensively fished. -

Michigan is third in the nation in fishing licenses sold and
first in.the number of nonresident fishing.

| Each year Michigan comm_ercial fishérmen take nearly ‘

+16 million pounds of fish from the Great Lakes, worth $10
. million. Fish processing and marketing adds another $9
. million to the state’s economy. Whitefish account for about

children of migratory fishers. The Migrant Student Record

" Transfer System (MSRTS) was funded directly as a grant

in 1978. Before that, MSRTS . was. 1nd1rect1y funded
through state nugrant educatlon directors. ’

The 1988 amendment extended eligibility to childfen

“ages. 3-21 and added the children of migratory dairy -

workers. Currently migratory preschoolers remained
unfunded, but were given service priority over formerly

_migratory school age children. Changes in 1994 abolished

MSRTS and returned its functions to the States. Services to
formerly migratory children (now called “settled-out”) was -
reduced to a total of three years. Mobile and settled-out
children received the same funding, but the service pnonty

~ shifted to low: achieving' children whose schooling was

- disrupted by the migratory lifestyle. The latest changes tied

.- three-quarters of the total value. Native'Americans fish in
the northern parts of Lakes Michigan and Huron and
eastern Lake Superior. State-Licensed fishermen are .
primarily restricted to northern Green Bay in Lake S

Mwhlgan and Saginaw Bay in Lake Huron )

2

the MEP more closely to State and national school-reforms
and student performance standards. The hallmark of this .

comprehensive approach .became the consolidated State

and local program applications . that sought to umfy'
program goals and increase therr ]OIDt effects

INSTITUTE -



LIST OF CROPS ON WHICH MIGRANTS WORK IN MICHIGAN

Apples

Asparagus
Beans, dry edible
Beans (snap,
pole & green)
Bedding Plants

- Blackberries
Blueberries
Broccoli

Bulbs*
Cabbage .

Cahtalr)upe
"Carrots '

Cauliflower -
. .Celery

_C_hemes, sweet
" Cherries, tart
Christmas Trees

:Corn, sweet -
Cucumbers

Grapes
- Greens °
5 Hay
- Lettuce

Mushrot’)ms_
Nursery Plants .
Onions _
Peaches
Pears -

Peppers, b’eli -'
Plums

Potatoes
Pumipkins
“Radishes
" Raspberries
. Sod

Soybeans

Squash, sur‘nmer‘ .
"Squash, winter -

Strawberries,

Sugur Beets

Sugar Snap Peas

Tomatoes -

Zucchini

Pruning, training, thinning
" harvesting, packagmg, loadmg

Harvesting
Hoeing, weedmg, thmmng
Weedmg, harvestmg,

- grading, packing .

Potting, planting, shipping .
Cleaning, hoeing, harvesting,
packaging, shipping

Harvesting, packaging, shipping ~

. Transplanting, weeding,

" harvesting, packaging
‘Planting, weeding, harvesting, shrppmg
“Transplanting, weeding,

harvesting, packaging, shipping . .
Transplanting, weeding, harvesting
Thinning, hoeing, weeding, shipping,
harvesting, sorting, packaging
Transplanting, hoeing weeding, harvesting
Planting, transplanting, weeding,

top, harvest, sort, package, ship
Harvesting, pruning,

. process line, packaging

Harvesting;, prunin_g, S

. process line

Planting (limited)
Shearing, pruning, pamtmg
Harvestmg

- Weeding, harvestmg, grading packmg

Hoeing, weeding, thinning, trammg
vines, harvesting

- Pruning, harvesting

Harvesting, packaging

Harvest Bailing, moving hay
Transplanting, weeding, harvestmg
packaging, shipping

Planting, harvesting, packaging

- . Potting, planting, transplanting, shipping

Transplanting, weeding, harvesting,

sorting, bagging
Pruning, thinning, harvesting

Mng, harvesting .
i Tmrtsplanting,- hoeirrg, weeding, .
. harvesting, sorting, packaging
" ‘Pruning, harvesting

Weeding, grading, pacléiné
Weeding, harvesting, loading
Weeding, grading, bunching °

' _ Cleaning, hoeing, harvesting, pack, ship:

Tractor cut/roll, hand load/unload, °
deliver, unroll

' Weeding, hoeirrg

Weeding, harvesting, 'paclring
Weeding, harvesting, packing
Plantmg, cleamng, hoeing,
harvesting, packagmg, shipping
Thinning, hoemg, weedmg '

‘Harvesting

Transplanting, weeding, hoemg,
harvesting, packaging, shipping
Harvesting, pack_aging .

- Mid-August — Mid-Nov.
Pruning: Feb - April
Mid-April - Late June -

.. Early June — Mid-August

. ‘Early July - Frost

Early January - Late July
Early June - Late Ji.lly ]

de-.luly Late August -

: ‘July September

Late June - Mid-October
Early May - Late September
. Mid-May - Late September -

Mid-M_ay - Early Septetnber .

Early May - Mid-October .

Early August - Early Nov,

- Early April - Early October

Early July - Mid-August
Pruning: Feb - April .
Early July - Mid-August-
Pruning: Feb - April "~
Late April .
"Late June - August
November =~ = A
" Early June - Mid-September

Early June - Mid-September |

Late August - Early October .
" Mid-June - Freeze - '
June - August

Mid-May - Mld-September

Year round .
Early March - Late November

Early March - Late September

Mid-August - Mid-September
Pruning: Feb - April

- Mid-August - Late September

‘Pruning: Feb - April = .
Mid-May - Mid-September

" Mid-August - Mid-September

Pruning: Feb - April

" August - End of October

Early July - Mrd-October
June - Freeze - .

E.'_i_rly June - Late July

Early May - Late September

Early June - Late July | )
July - Mid-September

* July - End of October
Early June - Late July -

Early.lune Mid- -August - :
. July - August

. Late May - Late September

+July - Eariy _Septerriber ‘

S, SW, SEW
NW, Central

SSWSEWNWCentral

Central, E
SE

_ Central, S, E. W
Sw, W, NW, SE

- S, SW,W, Central
W
TSE
Central, West
E, S, SE, SW,
. ‘W, Central :
S, SW, W, SE, Central .
"8, SE, W, Central -
E, SE, SW, Central
W; SE, Central
s, sw W, NW
S SW.W, NW

sWo-
W, NW,
W, NW
" SE

S,'SE, W, SW, Central

NW, SW, Central
. SE
Entire State
S, SE, SW, Central

: E Central
°S, SE, W, Central
. E.W, SW, Ceniral -

S, SE, SW, W, NW
‘Central
S, SW, W, NW
_,Central
SW, Central-

S, SW, W, NW
‘Central
"~ SE
SE
SE .
W, NW, SE, SW
. S,E, W, Central

.

E, W, Central -
SE
. SE
" W, NW, SE, SW

E, Central
S, SE, SW, W, Central

W

Piece Rate/Hourly.

Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate

" Piece Rate’

_PieceRate '

Piece Rate

Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly

Piece Raté/Hourly

Piece Rate/Hourly

" Piece Rate/Hourly
 Piece Rate/Hourly
. Piece Rate/Hourly
- Piece Rate/Hourly

Plece Rate

,Plece Rate

Plece Rate/Hourly

Piece Rate/Hourly

_Piece Rate/Hourly
" Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly

) Piece’ Rate/Hourly

Piece Rate/Hourly

" Hourly

Piece Rate - .

Piece Rate/Hourly. i

Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly

Plece Rate/Hourly~

'PleceRate o

* Piece Rate'

Piece Rate

Piece Rate/Hourly

Piece Rate/Hourly'| -

Piece Rate/Hourly |

Piece Rate -

Hourly

_Piece Rate

Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate

Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly
Piece Rate/Hourly

- Piece Rate/Hourly

" 1990 Michigan Agriculture Statistics and 1988 Michigan Food and Fiber Facts, Michigan Department of Agnculture
1992 MSU/CES Survey, Office of Migrans Services, Michigan Department of Social Services .
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- LOCATIONS OF MIGRANT EDUCATION
PROGRAMS IN MICHIGAN, 1989-95

To serve the educational needs of migratory children
in the state, Michigan has used grants from the federal
government to deploy about 60 local migrant education
programs in areas with significant' concentration of
.migratory children. Figure A, and Figures G and H in the

Appendix, describe the location and type of local migrant -

- education programs in Michigan. As these maps indicate,
the majority of children and projects are in the western
part of Michigan’s Lower Peninsula, what might be
termed the lower and upper fruit and vegetable belts. A
smaller pocket of programs exists in the Saginaw Valley,
and the rest of the programs are dispersed widely.
Fluctuations in the number of local migrant education

programs reflects variations in agricultural activities from

year to year as well as program consolidations. to gain
economics of scale in program operations. Figure B
shows the location of licensed agricultural labor camps,
which roughly correspond to the location of migrant
education programs in Fig. A =~ = =

‘The 1994 amendment to the Migrant Education Law

allowed and even encouraged consolidated approaches to
the education of migratory children. In 1996, eleven local
migrant education programs chose to operate under
consolidated applications. : ‘ ’

In addition, Michigan funds six regionél identification - .

and recruitment projects covering the entire State to locate
and serve migratory children not identified or served by
local projects: (Fig. C). The regional projects also help to
enter .data, distribute materials and conduct training
workshops in their geographic areas. The Upper Peninsula
does not have any agricultural labor camps.

4
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NUMBER OF STUDENTS

- Tables 8-14 (Appendix); and. Charts 1-6, report the

- age or grade of migratory children served by Michigan

. within that range. Grades K-4 account for most of .the .

- migrant education programs since 1990.

For each year, the service is further broken down by
season: regular school year and summer. In addition, the
counts for 1989-94 report the classification of children by

currently or formerly migratory. These categories were

dropped with the October 1994 changes in the law. The "
overwhelming majority of migratory children in Michigan

“are in grade 6 or below. More specifically, about two-

thirds of school year children are in grade 6 or below, and
three-quarters of the children during the summer fall

- children in the elementary school range.

-The 1994 amendment to ESEA included Title I-Part

A-Basic Programs Helping Disadvantaged Children Meét =

High Standards, Part B-Even Start Family Literacy and
Part C-Education of Migratory Children. Other sections
include Title II-Eisenhower Professional Development
Programs (Science & 'Math), Title III-Technology
Acquisition Programs, Title IV-Safe and Drug-Free

~ Schools and Communities and Title VII-Bilingual

- Education. As ‘with previpds’ reauthorizations, the

legislation extended for five years programs funded under
the 1965 Elementary & Secondary Education Act.

(text continues on page- 9)
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FIG A LOCATION AND TYPE OF MIGRANT
EDUCATION PROJ ECTS IN MICHIGAN FOR FY96

ALMONT
ALPENA/MONT/ALCONA ESD
BATTLE CREEK

BAY CITY

BEECHER

BELDING ,

* BERRIEN SPRINGS -
BLISSFIELD - . -
BRIDGEPORT-SPAULDING
BRIMLEY -

N

COLOMA

. COOPERSVILLE:

CROSWELL—LEXING’PON

. 15. DETROIT _
. DOWAGIAC UNION
. EAUCLAIRE -

FENNVILLE
FLINT
FRUITPORT

. GOGEBIC-ONTONAGON ISD
. GRAND HAVEN :

. GRAND RAPIDS

. HART '

. HARTFORD .

.- HOLLAND -

. IMLAY CITY -

. KALAMAZOO"

. KALEVA-NORMAN- DICKSON

KENOWA HILLS

.-KENTCITY
. 'L'ANSE

. LANSING

. MANCHESTER S
. MASON COUNTY CENTRAL

. MONTCALM ISD

. MUSKEGON'

. NAHTAHWAHSHP. A.
. NEWAYGO .

NORTHWESTERN MI :

. .PINCONNING

42,
43.

-45.
46.
47,
48.
49.
50.
51.
52..

53.

- 54
55.
. 56.
|57

PONTIAC
REESE
RUDYARD .
SAGINAW
ST CHARLES -
SHELBY

SOUTH HAVEN _
'SPARTA .
STOCKBRIDGE - " - "
TAHQUAMENON

VAN BUREN ISD
WALKERVILLE
WATERSMEET
WATERVLIET
WEST OTTAWA
WESTERN

" REGULAR & SUMMER PROGRAMS “n

O REGULAR SCHOOL YEAR ONLY (IO)

O SUMMER PROGRAM ONLY (6)
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: FIG B. 1994 MICHIGAN
LICENSED AGRICULTURAL LABOR CAMPS
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FIG C. MICHIGAN MIGRANT EDUCATION
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Chart 1. 1995 Mlgratory Children in Mnchlgan
Served by Mlgrant Education Programs.by Grade,
by Term, and by Migrant Status
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Chart 3. 1993 Migratory Children in Michigan
Served by Migrant Education Programs by Grade,
by Term, and by Migrant Status =
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“Chart 5. 1991 Migratory Children in Michigan

‘Served by Migrant Education Programs by Grade,

by Term, and by Migrant Status

4000 301

SUMMER 91

3500
- SCHOOL YEAR 90-91

2000 |-
1500

1000

BIRTH-K 1-3 . 4-6 79

10-12

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

)

E

Chart 2. 1994 Migratory. Children in Michigan

4 by Term, and by Migrant Status
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Chart 4..1992 Migratory Children in Michigan
Served by Migrant Education Programs by Grade,
by Term, and by Migrant Status
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Chart 6. 1990 Migratory Children in Michigan
Served by Migrant Education Programs by Grade,
o by Term, and by ngrant Status
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EDUCATION PROGRAM -

ELIGIBILITY —FOR .THE  MIGRANT

. . Before a child ¢an receive services. -through the

migrant education program, his or her eligibility' is

* “determined by filling out a Michigan Family Certificate

of Eligibility (COE). The COE 'is a legal document
completed by a migrant education recruiter on behalf of a

. - local. or regional migrant education program. The COE

- education to the

‘their work. Amon

_ (Fig. D) contains basic biographical data on a migrant
- family as'well as some health and education-data. It is the

source -for federal

funding decisions about ‘migrant
tes.. . ' .

rﬁies gbvémin‘g'

Qualifying Migrant

AN
TE OF ELIGIBILITY

——erv=il

© . MiCHIG
=58 - FamLy ce
-

i

- cewme

E A simple decision” procedure (Fig: F) is’ u‘sedw to
" determine basic eligibility by a migrant education recruiter.
Those who qualify then receive instructional and support

. services from a'local or regional migrant education

i program.'F_ive key terms are important in this process:
.1 Qualifying Activity: Any temporary or seasonal

agricultural or ﬁ_shing‘work can be considered as long
. as it constitutes a principal means of livelihood. -

~ 2. Agricultural Work: Any -activity related to the _i
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production. or processing of crops, forestry, dairy .

production, poultry, livestock or fish farms for initial

- commercial sale or subsistence. S

3. -Fishing Work: Any activity related to catching-or -
. processing of fish or shellfish for initial commercial

. sale or personal subsistence: I _
‘4. Temporary Employment: Work related to

- agricultural. or fishing activities lasting less than 12- ;"~
- months.. : | -

5. Seasonal E'm'ployment:‘,W'ork related to ag(iqulmral B _

or fishing activities that depend on the natural cycles

~ of the earth, typically the four seasons.
- Flg E. Récmifer’s Guide to Quhlifying -
- Migrant Work in Michigan = =

o ( " Recruiter’s Gulde to Qualifying Migrant Work in Michigan )
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Fig. F. Key Questlons for Deterrmmhg a Child’s Ellglblllty o
for Services in the Migrant Education Program -

Did the child move (alone, with, or to - o a

- Jjoin a parent, spouse or guardmn) e eq oqe
- wzthm the last 36 months? ._ Ehglblhty

] S — - Flow
| s N\ ' ~ Chart

Was the move from one school
. district to another?

Was the purpose of the move to obtain

The child

work that is (1) temporary or seasonal . DOES NOT QUALIFY
. AND (2) agricultural or fishmg9 \ | forthe =~
: S - Migrant Education

Program.

. Was the work an iinportant part of
providing a living for the worker
.and his/her family?

The child QUALIFIES for the
Migrant Education
Program.

Source: Preliminary Guidance for Migrant Education Program, Title 1, Part C
Public Law 103-382, U.S. Department of Education, Washington, D.C., 1995
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GOALS OF MIGRANT EDUCAT ION

’

Mrchlgan operates the Mlgrant Education ‘in

, accordance with federal law and adheres to its goals and

requirements. The purpose of Title I, Part C - Education -

of Migratory Children of the Improving America’s
' Schools Act of 1994 i is to assist States to:

1. Support high- quallty comprehensrve educatlonal_'
~. programs for migratory children to help reduce the
educational disruptions and other problems that result

from repeated moves,

.. 2. Ensure'that.nugratory children are_ provided_ with -~

L _'.'appropriate eduCational services (including supportive
'serv1ces) that address their special needs in a
coordmated and efﬁc1ent manner, :

23 Ensure that mlgratory chlldren have the opportunlty -
to meet the same challenging State content standards ;
and challenging State student performance standards -

that all chlldren are- expected to meet

Table 1. 1989- 1996 Allocatlons of Mlgrant Educatlon Funds for U S and Mlchlgan

4. - Design programs to- help‘ vmigrator'y' ‘ch_ildren

overcome educational disruption, cultural. and -
~ language barners social isolation," various .health- -
-related problems, and other factors ‘that inhibit the -
 ability of such children to do ‘well in school, and to .
prepare such children to make a.successful transition
to post secondary educatlon or employment and

5. Ensure that mlgratory chxldren beneﬁt from State
- and local systemic reforms. :

MICHIGAN’S POSITION WIT_}"I'IN'

THE NATIONAL SCENE

In the last elght years (1989-1996) national fundmg- .

for Mlgrant Education has hovered around three hundred
- million dollars. Durmg the same period, Michigan’s share .
has fluctuated narrowly from $8-12 million averaging -
- $10,954,498. As Table 1 and Chart 7 show, Michigan has -
“received between 3 to 4% of the natlonal allocation’- _ -

averaglng 3 8%

1989 .. . $283,579,378 ~ . $8,934,233 T 315%
1990 T $263,920,000 $9,15L,135 . . 3.47%

1991 . 7 - $274,029,098 " $10,499,947 . 3839
1992, . $294,596,000 $11,724,452 L 398%
1993 - - $308,298,000 $12,096612 - 392%
1994 =~ $295,573,280. $11,997,713 Y 4.06%
1993 " $305,193,000 S $11,257,927 . - 3069%
1996 $305,475,000 $11,973962 .~ 3929
_AVERAGE 89-96 | $291,332,970 810,954,498 e 3.75%

Source Memorandum Drane Austin, Mrgrant Educauon Oﬁ‘ice USs. Depanment of Educanon Washmgton DC Mar. 13, 1996.. .

Chart 7. 1989 -1996 Allocatlons of Mlgrant Educatlon Funds

"’ MICHIGAN

for U.S.- andMlchlgan R A S .

MICHIGAN 3.8%
'$10,954,498 (Ave. for '89-96)

US ALLOCATIONS 100%
$291,332,970 (ave. for 89.96) - .

V' Source: Memorandum, Drane Austm Migrant Education Office.

- US. Department of Education, Washington, D.C., March 13. 1996
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OTHER 40 STATES 25%

" ARIZONA 2.6%

Duplicated Count: The allocation from one year is based on
the counts from the previous year. However, it isn’t based on
headcount as shown. It’s based on a weighted formula of how
many children are present or served during regular school or in summer.
Source: State Chapter 1 Migrant Participation Infc 1992-93,
Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A.3 and Memorandum,
Francis V. Corrigan, Migrant Education Director, U.S. Depanmenl of
Education, Washington, D.C., Jan. 27, 1994

_OREGON 3.4%

"MICHIGAN 3.5%

Chart 8. Counts of Children Ser-véd in Ten Largest
States and Remaining United States

PUERTO RICO 3.9%

EE CALIFORNIA
30.8% 166,793

TEXAS
17.7% 95, 703

ESYFLORIDA

ESl61% 33,068
PUERTO RICO
39% 21,224

MICHIGAN
3.5% 19,167

OREGON
3.4% 18,494

ARIZONA
26% 14,244

KENTUCKY
23% 12,447

KANSAS
22% 11,736

m OTHER 40 STATES
25% 135,308
TEXAS 17.7%

FLORIDA 6.1%

Charts 8 reveals that Michigan is fifth of the top 10 '

states serving migrant children. Chart 8, in particular,
~ shows that the budget allocation for the leading states for
1993. Chart 9 provides a count of children for the 10
leading states in 1993. Only four states have more
migrant children: California, Texas, Florida and Puerto
Rico. The top 10 states have three-quarters (75%) of the
children and get almost the same proportion of the money

(74 1%). Mlchlgan gets - a’ slightly hlgher proportlon _
(Chart 9) of the money (4.1%) than the proportion “of

children (3.5%) warrants, because a higher percentage of

Michigan migrant children are currently migratory, and

‘the allocation was weighted in favor of the mobile
children. Puerto Rico does not. fit the proportional

funding rules, because it gets funded according to spec1al

rules apphcable to this state alone. -

OTHER 40 STATES 2'5.9%

* .KANSAS 1.7% Q83
KENTUCKY 1.7%

Count Note:
_ state’s count is unduplicated

DC Jan. 27, 1994

Chart 9. Allocatlons for Migrant Education Programs
in Ten Largest States and Remammg United States

A Chlld is counted twice or more is helshe moved from state to state dunng the 1993 cycle, but each

Source: State Chapter 1 Migrant Participation Infarmanan 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A.3
and Memorandum, Francis V. Corrigan, Migrant Education Director, U.S. Department of Education, Washington,

CALIFORNIA 34.2%
$101,025,893 -

TEXAS 13.3%
$40,750936

FLORIDA 7.2%
$21,155,615

J PUERTO RICO 1.6%
$4,820,305 ’

ARIZONA 2.3%
$6,856,631

WASHINGTON.4.2%
$12,392,197

KENTUCKY 1.7%
$4,956,534

§ KANSAS 1.7%

$5,033,029 A
OTHER 40 STATES 25.9%
$7,669,665
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' PROFILE OF PARTICIPANTS

Despite common perceptions that more females than
males would be enrolled in Migrant Education programs,
the proportions are almost even with a slight edge for
males. S . o

Approximately half of Michigan migrant children are

male and half are female with a slight edge for the males

" (51.6% to 48.4%). The proportions are almost identical for

the national picture (Chart 10 and Table 2). The
overwhelming majority (98.6%) of ,Mlchlgan migrant
childrenaccompany their ‘migratory agricultural parerits’
while only a small proportion 1.4% move because -with
- their migratory fisher parents

C "Chart 10. 1989-1995 Average Count by Sex of Children Served
e _‘ by the Mlchlgan Mlgrant Education Program and.in the U. S in 1993

MICHIGAN FEMALES
8 935

\\\\// <

= e
// ” // //#%1989
PAVETERS
\\// QN W

= U.S. FEMALES
s 258,506

U.S. MALES
282,616

1985-1995 Michigan Migrant Education Performance
Reports, Migrant Education ngram,'Mtchtgan Department.
of Education,. Lansing, Mich., and Siate Chapter 1 Migrant

. Farticipation Information 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockvrlle,

Sources:

1

hrsi gk
//\\’§ ‘T

VAT
//\\
NAVRUN/

MICI-IIGAN MALES
9,525

N, 7 //4\\

Sz
'“// //
= \\//\\

RS /‘l i

52.2%

. Md, 1994, Table A.3.

Table 2 1989 1995 Count by Sex of Chlldren

Served by the Mlchlgan Education Program

and in the U.S. m 1993

1989 7,818 '51.66% . . 1,317 48.34% 15,135
1990 - .- - 9,307 51.83% -8,650 48. 17% 17,957 .
1991 S © 9,868 " 51.37% 9,341 . 48.63% 19,209
1992 - 10,906 - 51.61% 10,225 48.39% 21,131
1993 . 9,868 51.48% 9,299 48.52% 19,167
} 1994 - 7,978 51.61% - 7,480 -48.39% 15,458
" 1995 ‘ '10,932‘ 51.66% +10,231- 48.34% 21,163
MI AVERAGE 89-95 9,525 51.60% .- 8935 48.40% 18,460
U.S. 1993 282,616 ' - 52.23% 258,506 47.77% 541,122
Sources: 1985-1995 Mrchtgan Migrant Educanon Per_'fomlance Reports, Migrant Educanon Program, Michigan Department of Educanon Larumg, Mich., and State
o Chapter 1 Migrant Pamcrpanon Information 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md 1994 Table A.3.
ERIC |
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During the past . seven -yéérs (1989-95), the

cthnic/racial breakdown of Michigan migrant children has .

averaged 72.7% Hispanic, 15% White, 6.3% Unreported,

2.8% American Indian, 2.2% Black and 1% Asian (Chart

11 and Table 3). The national data is slightly different with

Actually, Mlchlgan $ Hlspamc migratory children are

~-closer to’the national picture, because the unreported

~ category is probably all Hispanic. In 1995, the ethnic/racial
data was collected by local migrant education programs.
Consequently, the unreported category disappeared and the - -

more I-Ii_spanics and Asians, and fewer American Indians. Hispanic category increased to 77.9%, which is almost

identical to the national picture of 79.8% Hispanic.

Table 3. Count By Ethmclty/Race of Children Served by the Mlchlgan Mlgrant Educatlon Program o
- 1989-1995 Average

. AMERICAN ) ) L .
YEAR - INDIAN ASIAN BLACK- HISPANIC . WHITE UNREPORTED TOTAL
C Number  Percent - Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent  Number Percent Number - Percent. . -
1989 404 2.7% 156 1.0% ) 210 1.4% 10,584  699% 1,698 11.2% - 2,083 13.8% . . 15,135
1990 - 540 ° 3.0% 194 1.1% 347 19% 12,573 70.0%- 2,519 '140% - 1,784 9.9% 17,957
- 1991 564 2.9% 205 1.1% 375 2.0% 13,452 70.0% 3,150 164% 1,463 ' 7.6% 319,209 )
- 1992 606 - +2.9% 205 1.0% 533 25% 14,373 68.0% 4,275 202% 1,139 5.4% 21,131 -
'1993_ ’ 549 29% . 170_ 09% 470 '2.5% 13,814. 72.1% 3373 .17.6% 791 4.1% '19,1_67
1994 341 2.2% -156 . 1.0% 373 24% 12,557 81.2% 1,528 9.9% - 503 3.3% 15,458 -
1995 617 = 29% - 226 " 1.1% 562 27% 16,491 77.9% 3,267 15.4% 0 0.0% 21,163
Ave. 89-95 S 517 2.8% .- 187  -1.0% - 410 2.2% 13,406 72.7% 2830 15.0% '1,[09 . 6.3% . 18,460
U.S. 1993 10 026 19% 16,331 ' 3.'0% 18,025 3.3% 431 671 798% 61, 134 11.3% - 3,935 ~0.7% . '541,122
Count Note: * A child is counted twice or more is he/she moved from state to state dunng the 1993 cycle, but each state’s count is unduplicated

Source State Chapter 1 Migrant Farticipation Information 1992-93, Westat, Iric., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A 3 and Memorandum, Francis V. Corngan, Mtgram
Education Director, U.S. Department of Educanon Washington, D.C, Jan. 27, 1994

~ Chart 11. Count by Ethnicity/Race of Chlldren Served
by the Mlchlgan Migrant Education Program
' (1989 1995 Average)

% UNREPORTED :
109 (63%)

.2,830 (15.0%)

HISPANIC
lS,lM (72.7%)

BLACK
410 QJ%)

ASIAN _
137 (10%)

. AMERICANINDIAN: o
: =Ny 517 (2. 8%) -
Count By Ethrricity/Race'of Children .
" Servedin the U.S. in 1993 -
R

© . BISPANIC *

WHITE
61,134 (11.3%)

% HISPANIC

43,671 (79.8%) .

18,025 (3.3%)

ASIAN

16,331 (3.0%)
S ST) AMERICAN INDIAN
7.2 10,026 (1.9%)

Couit Note: - A child is counted twice or more is he/she moved from state to state during the 1993 cycle but each state’s count is unduplicated - .
Source: State Chapter 1 Migrant Participation Information 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A.3 and Memorandum, Francis V Corrigan, Mtgram
Education Director, U.S. Departmem of Education, Washington, D.C., Jan. 27, 1 994
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Michigan has ninth largest American Indian I Michigim,- ﬁligratory .-ﬁshers'are mostly Native

population estimated at' 54,000. Treaty rights give - Americans along the Great Lakes in the upper part of the
American Indians fishing privileges not available to thee = Lower Peninsula and the Upper Peninsula. The national
general population. Indians migrate to fish and- log in the - - picture for qualifying activity is-close, but not identical to
upper Great Lakes reglon o o _ _ Mich_igan (Chart 12 and Table 4). '
Chart 12. 1989-1994 Percent and Count By Quallfymg Act1v1ty of Children Served
by the Mlchlgan Mlgrant Educatlon Program and in the US. in 1993 '
100 [ 3%
: (20,975)
80 -
00 98.6%  961%
= (17,757) (520,147)
&
40
20 -
Sources: 1985-1995 Michigan ngmnt Education Performan;:e Rep‘on.s;, Migrant Education Program, Mi;:l;igan
Department of Education, Lansing, Mich., and State. Chapter 1 M:gmnt Pamcxpanon lnfonnauon 1992-93, Westat,-Inc.,
Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A.2: ( :
MICHIGAN . US. g B P P

Table 4. 1989-1995 Count by Quallfymg Act1v1ty of Chlldren Served by
the Michigan Educatlon Program and in the U.S. in 1993

1989 - 14865 98.22% 210 1.78% 15,135

1990 . 17,580 . 97.90% . 377 2.10% 17,957

1991 - 18921 ' - 9850% - - 288 . 1.50% 19,209

1992 20880 . 98.81% . ~ 251 - 1.19% . 21,131

1993 18967  9896% . 200 - . 1.04% - 19,167

1994 - - . 15,331 99.18% - 127 082% . 15,458,

MI AVERAGE 89-94 17,757 9859% . - 252 - . 141% . 18,010.

Us.1993 - 520147 96.12% 20975 3.88% 541,-122
Sources: 1985 1995 Michigan Migrant Educatio Pepfommm:e Reports, ngmm Education Program, Mu:lugan ’Depanmem of Education, Ian.\'mg, Mich., and Srate Chapter 1 M:gmm
'O ninformation 1992 93, Westat, Inc.. Rockville, Md., 1994, Table A.2. —— \ 4
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As deﬁned by law settled-out migratory children -

may be served by Migrant Education for.a total of three
years: the year of the qualifying move and an ‘additional

two years. Until 1995, settled-out migratory children 7

were eligible for a total of six years. Data from 1989-

1994 (Chart 13 ‘and Table S) shows: that Michigan’s -

migrant children were about two-thirds (64.3%) currently
migratory and one-third (35.7%) formerly migratory.

This proﬁle differs significantly from the national picture -
in one important way: Michigan has more “current” -
migratory children enrolled compared to the nation -
64.3% vs. 43.1%, respectively. Starting in 1995, the data’

on migrant students is not collected by the categories of

shortened for settled out children from 6 to 3 years Asa -’

 result of this change, Michigan lost eligibility for about a
. fifth (21 5%) of the formerly nngratory children. '

-

Generally speaking, since 1989 M1ch1gan has had a -
steady flow .of migratory children in -its Migrant .

“Education program. Annual fluctuations in the number of

children served reflect changes in agricultural activities -
and recruiting effectiveness. The economic and -
agricultural - situation in send1ng statés and countries

- (Mexico) has an effect on the number of rmgrant laborers ._->
coming to Mlchlgan Intematlonal agreements like -

NAFTA, also play a part.

._»currently and formerly mlgratory and the eligibility was - _ T L

Chart 13, 19891994 Count by Migrant Status of Children Served .~ - . .|
by the Mlchlgan Mlgrant Education Program and in the U. S m 1993 ‘ ‘

© 35.7%

" MICHIGAN " UNITED STATES __
" FORMER (6,454) FORMER - (307,845) . ’
CURRENT (11 556) CURRENT (233,277)

Sources: - 1985-1 995 Michigan Migrant Educatwn Performance Reports, Mtgrant Educatwn Program, Michigan Departmem of Educatwn Lansing, Mich., -
’ : and State Chapter 1 Mtgrant Participation Information 1992-93, Westat, Inc.; Rockville, Md., 1994, Table B.2. o

Table 5. 1989 1995 Count by Mlgrant Status of Chlldren Served by
the Mlchlgan Educatlon Program and in the US. ln 1993 .

1989 . 10,061 665% = . 5074 '33.5% 15,135
1990 - - 11979 - 667% - . 5978 - 333% 17957 ..
1991 | 122715 - 639% o - 6934 36.1% 19,209 :
992 - - - 13361 C632% - 1770 - 36.8% 21,1317
1993 . - 11,618  606% - . 7,549 39.4% 19,167
_ 1994 10039 - 649% . 5419 T 350%. 15458
MI AVERAGE 89 94 11,556 - 643% 6454 . 357% . 18,010 .
U.S. 1993 233,277 43.1% - 307,845 . 56.9% 541,122 -

Sources:  1985-1995 Michigan Migrant Education Performance Reports, Migrant Education Program, Michigan Departmem of Educatiori, Lansmg. Mich., and State
Chapter 1 Migrant Pamcxpanon lnformatwn 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table B.2. .
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MIGRANT HOMEBASE AND INTRA-INTER-
STATE PATTERNS

) "Ifhe vast majority of migtant children in Michigan -
count four states as their home base (Chart 14). In.

“descending order these four are: Michigan 51.8%, Texas
29.3%, Florida 12.3% and Mexico 3.1%. Together the

above - four.home base states accounted for 96.5% of '

mlgrant children in Mlchlgan in 1994.-

Reduction in the years of eligibility in 1994 from six -
to three years meant that fewer -settled-out. migratory .

children are eligible for services. Table 6 does not have a

row for 1995 because migratory ‘children were not

reported by migrant- status, (moblle and settled-out) from s
1995 onward.

The step-down in eligibility because of the 1994
changes alter the mix slightly but not significantly. The
new percentages for home base become: Michigan 40%,

" Texas 32.5%, Florida 13.7% and Mexico 3.5%. Just as-
- important are thé number of children whose home base is’
- reported as Texas but is in reality Mexico. A clue to this -
_miscount’is the number -of children from Texas whose’

home address is given as a post office box in Texas. If this
were verified, it would increase by at least a third the -
number of children with a Mexico home base making-it -

'4.7% and reducing Texas home base students to 31.4%..

60 [

‘Chart 14. 1994 Count of Migrant Children .
- Identified in Michigan by Homebase
51.8%
Count Note:  This is an unduplicated count of children identified, not ‘of children
’ served. In 1994, Michigan began a new system of identification and
recruitment, which accounts for the large difference between the U.S.
o total identified to those served. Usually there is only about a 10%
'4 0 y — difference companed to the 30% in 1994,
1 Source: 1994 Homebase Smte Report for Michigan Migrant Student Report Trdn.\fef
System Database, Migrant Education Program, Michigan Department of
By . Education, Lansing, Mich.. January 1995.
=
- . 29.3%
S 30 2237
€3] ' )
R
' o 12.3% -
0 == 2= =2 = QWO
| §§ 8E = fg “gE
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.About eight out of 10 (78.4%) currently nﬁgratory
children in Michigan are interstate migrants and the rest. .
* (21.6%) are intrastate migrants (Chart 15 and Table 6).

Natlonally about seven out of 10 rmgrant chlldren are
interstate migrants.

21.6%

MICHIGAN AVERAGE 1"989-199.4
' INTRASTATE -
INTERSTATE -

18.4%

304%

INTRASTATE
INTERSTATE

INTRASTATE

-Chart 15 1989-199 Interstate and Intrastate Count of Currently Mlgratory
Chlldren Served by the Michigan Migrant Education Program
and in the U.S. in 1993

INTERSTATE

69.6% -

Saun:es 1989-95 Michigan Migrant 'Education Perfannance Reports, Migrant Educanon UNIT. TAT 1
* Program; Michigan Department of Education, Lansing; Mich., and State Chapter 1 - ITED S ES 1993

‘ Migrant Pamctpatwn lnfarmanan 1992-93; Weslal Inc., Rockvxlle, Md. 1994, Table 70’996

~

. ‘B.2.

162,281

.Table 6 1989- 1994 Interstate and Intrastate Count of Currently Mlgratory Chlldren Served by
‘ the Mlchlgan Educatlon Program and in the US. in 1992 and 1993 '

,

1989 8,036 79.9% 2,025 20.13% 10,061.00

1990 9,518 : 79.5% 2,461 20.54% 11,979.00

1991 9,634 78.5% . 2,641 21.52% - 12,275.00

1992 10,055 75.3% 3,306 24.74% 13,361.00

1993 18,904 76.6% 2,714 23.36% 11,618.00

1994 | 8,096 80.6% 1,943 19.35% 10,039.00

MI AVERAGE 89-94 9,040 78.4% 2,515 21.6% 11,556
US. 1992 172,162 70.5% 72,016 - 295% 244,178

U.S, 1993 162,281 69.6% 70,996 - 30.43% 233,277

Sources: 1989-95 Michigan Mtgram Education Perfarmance Reports, Migrant Education Program, Mtchtgan Departmem of Educauon Lansmg, Mich., and Slale
Chapter | Migrant Pamcxpalwn lnfarmanon 1992-93, Westat, Inc., Rockville, Md., 1994, Table B.2.
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MON_THLY_ PATTERNS OF ENROLLMENT

Migratory children do not have a summer vacation,
but they have a chance to catch up on school work in the

- summer.
‘ one-third (28%) during the school year.
- Chart 16. Monthly and Seasonal Movement
' of Migratory Children in Michigan -
S Regular School Year = September — May -
20000 [ - . ' o
' | SEASONAL 17,929
COUNT
15000 |
10000.—
‘ ' Dupllcated Count A child is counted as many times as hls/her movements wan'ant
dunng any period. _
Source: State of Michigan Summary of EnmIImems and Wthdrawals Reported by’
Month, Beginning 1/1/93 and Ending 12/31/93, M:gram Student Record
T Transfer Syslem, Little Rock, Ark., June 14, 1994.
5000 [, '
0 SEPT. OCT. NOV. DEC. JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG

Table 7. Monthly and Seasonal Movement of Mlgratory Children in Mlchlgan
: " Regular School Year = September-May

Chart 16 and Table 7 illustrate the monthly and
seasonal movement of currently migratory children in
Michigan by showing enrollments and withdrawals for
currently migratory children in 1993.- Over two-thirds
(72%) of the movement occurs during the summer and

Enrollments | 3087 | 516 | 518 | 341 | 361 [ 456 | 814 | 2494 | 3167 [12062 | 5987 | 7977 |

Withdrawals | 655 | 2035 | 985 | 176 | 61 | 69 | 45 | 57| 167 3525| 1809 | 9952
TOTAL 3742 | 2551 |1503 517 422 525 | 859 | 2551 3334 | 15587 | 7796 17929
SEASON ' Reg;ilar School.Yeai‘r Totgl ="16,004 ._ v Sﬁmmér Total = 41,312 -

Duplicated Count: A chlld is counted as - many umes as his/her movements- warrant during any period.

Source: State of Michigan Summary of Enrollments and Withdrawals Reported by Month, Beginning 1/1/93 and Endmg 12/31/93, M«gram Student Record Traru:fer .

System, Little Rock, Ark., June 14, 1994.

| [Kc
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CONCLUSICNS
The presence of m1gratory children in Michigan is

related to the state’s economic well- being The parents of
‘these children, migratory agricultural workers, are a vital

- part of M1ch1gan agriculture, the second leading industry.

Although eligible for the entire range of schooling
(preschool - 12th grade), most migratory children are in
- grade 6 and below. Slightly over half (51.8%) count

| , neglected and nearly 1nv1s1ble group of. children

" FUTURE RESEARCH T

" “There are a number of issues which have.not been.

: addressed by this report. The following research questions

may be derived from the data presented.

_ 1. _Are the 1ntra-state migratlon pattems being studied in .

Michigan as their home state followed by Texas (29. 3%) :

Florlda (12.3%), and Mex1co (3 1%). .
- Over the past e1ght years, funding for Michigan
Migrant Education has been fairly ‘stable averaging -about

$11 million per year. At 'the same time, the number of

.: ‘averaged about 18,500. The state ranks fifth from the top in

the number of children served and fourth. in the amount of.

money it receives to. operate its education programs. The
overwhelming number of childrén (98. 6%) qualify on the

~ -, children served - by migrant education programs. has .-

basis of agricultural work and the rest (1.4%) qualify on the -

" basis of fishing work. The children are almost evenly

~ divided ‘between males and females, however, the -
ethnic/racial breakdown shows that about three-quarters . -

"(72 7%) are Hispanics, followed by Whites (15%),
American Indians (2.8%), Blacks (2.2%); and Asians (1%).
The rest (6.3%) did not report ethnicity/race, but they are__

strongly suspected of being Hispamc

Three-quarters of the participation (enrollments and

withdrawals from migrant education programs) occurs
during the summer in June, July and August. One-quarter of

the participation occurs during the regular school year from

~ September to May. This is a clear reversal of the normal
schooling pattern of the larger society. The concentration of

migratory children in the elementary stage of education is

~ relatively higher than the funds allocated to this range of -

participants. Programs designed to educate these children
- must take note of these differences and deploy their

- resources and effort to serve the actual needs of these -

children. Coordination with other school programs should
- -also note that the foundations of leaming characterizing

elementary education should be the main concem for = -

Michigan’s migrant education.

Contrary to common perceptions, intrastate coordination -

(within Michigan) between migrant education programs is
more important than interstate . coordination (outside
Michigan). That includes the academic continuity of
programs as well as the exchange of school and medical
records: This shift in focus is required by-the fact that about
half of the migratory children' list Michigan as their home

2.
migrant student arrival to the state of Michigan and the . -

o regular school program"

-3, How do migrant attrition rates compare to regular L
) student attrition? '

: 4 Is there a mismatch between servrce dehvery and -

: '1ntens1ty of nugrant program effort" '

5. Is there equal coordination efforts between the state of -

Michigan and the sending states of Texas, Florlda and
Mexrco" S
6. What is the current quality of each nugrant education
N program" What are the strengths" :
7.. What is 1ntens1ty of K 6 training and technical
- assistance being provided by the state of Michigan?
8. Does the migrant education _program personnel reflect
- the need of the migrant student population in Michigan?
9. “What is the ‘composition of the all rmgrant education
' personnel in Michigan"

. 10.. What is the migrant student drop-out rate in Michigan?
11‘. What pos1t1ve effects would an agncultural vocational
technical education have over migrant students" :

- 12. What are effective teaching techniques to be used w1th

migrant students? »
13. What are the ESL (English asa Second Language) needs
and efforts needed for Michlgan nugrant students?

_14. What are the components of an effective migrant
- education program as it relates to academic progress?
15. What effects does the M1ch1gan agncultural patterns have

over the rmgrant student educational program continuity?
16. Is there a rmsmatch between the migrant student arrival

state. Lastly, we suggest a list of research questions and

concerns that requ1re further cons1deration about this
o .

i
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~order to coordinate the state’s educational program? -

Is there a way to address the mismatch between the’

to the state of Michigan and the summer program"
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APPENDIX

WA hRWN =

FIG G LOCATION AND TYPE OF MIGRANT EDUCATION
PROJ ECTS IN. MICHIGAN FOR FY95

.ALMONT "'« o
ALPENA-MONT.-ALCONA ESD_

BATTLE CREEK

- BAY CITY
- BEECHER

BELDING -

'BERRIEN SPRINGS . * -

BLISSFIELD - , L
BRIDGEPORT- SPAULDING DR 1A
10. BRIMLEY -+ 38,
11." BUENA VISTA - 39.
'12. COLOMA . | 40.
'13. " COOPERSVILLE - L4
14, ’CROSWELL—LEXINGTON oo 42,
15. DETROIT~ | . ' 43.
*16. DOWAGIAC UNION . 44,
17. EAUCLAIRE - - .45
18. FENNVILLE .46
19. - FLINT 41,
© 20. FRUITPORT 148.
.21 GOGEBIC-ONTONAGON ISD. 49
22" GRAND HAVEN = ' . 50.
23. GRAND RAPIDS " 51.:
24, GULL LAKE 52
25. HANNAHVILLE INDIAN . . 53.
- SCHOOL - - 54..
.7 26. HART ) 55.
" .27. HARTFORD '56..
28. HOLLAND . . - - 57T,
- 29. IMLAY CITY .58
. 30. KALAMAZOO =~ - - 59/
_31. KALEVA-NORMAN-DICKSON =~
32. KENOWA HILLS .
33. KENTCITY =
"34. L'ANSE
35: LANSING ,
36. MANCHESTER

'PONTIAC

ST.IGNACE .
'SHELBY -

. TAHQUAMENON

WATERSMEET

"WEST UITAWA

‘MASON COUNTY CENTRAL

MONTCALMISD -
MUSKEGON
NEWAYGO

arf|

NORTHWESTERN MI
PINCONNING

REESE
RUDYARD -
SAGINAW

@,

42

ST. CHARLES .

49

SOUTH HAVEN
SPARTA .
STOCKBRIDGE . "

22

VAN BUREN ISD | g
<28

WALKERVILLE

1261l s5

139|6Goy-

4ol || ¢
— 46

33— [38] a7 <9

13'3. 51 6-.‘ — : 15

58 i . ' Y

29

WATERVLIET

18

50
12

WESTERN .

15f

59

57117
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- Table 8 1995 Mlgratory Chlldren in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs
§ by Grade, by Term, and by Mlgrant Status -

BIRTH -2 -
AGES3—5 .
K

10 K , o597 < L T A Co _ 3.1%
S | SR - 439 30% - 378 1 2.7%
Gl A2 6] oo 18% . 160 IR 1 U |
OUT OF SCHOOL - '~ 0503 - - i35% . 764 - T 54%
“UNGRADED = = - - . '~ ‘us-- T 0.8% o219 0 T L6,
TOTAL - S 14548 0 - . 100.0% - 14039 - . - 100.0% .

_ Duphcated Count: A child served during the Regular ‘School Year and dunng Summer is counted twice, once under each term.
- *. The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1995 was 21,163. ’ -
- Source. 1995 chhxgan ngram Educanon Performance Report, ngranl Educauon Program, chlugan Departmenl of Educanon, Lansmg Mu:h Nov 1995 _' \

.

o Table' 9. 1994 Mlgratory Chlldren in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade, _ |
' by Term, and by Mlgrant Status .

| BIRTH—2
"AGES3—5°

469 351 - 820 . 84% - .417. ' - 183 . 6000 6.6%

10 . 258 212 . . 470 . . - 48% 230 . 55 - 285 . 3% | -

m 160 7 150 . 310 .- 32% 173 .51 224 25% 7|

| 2 - 8 . - 131 . - 216 . 22% . 51 - 14 65 0% |
OUTOFSCHOOL .93 ° - 252 -~ 345 .° 35% .17~ -18 357 . 04%
: UNGRADED 28 22 - .50 05% -~ 121 . 21 . 142 :1.6%
TOTAL . = 5844 - 4493 9,743 100.0% 6529 2,567 ‘' 9,096 100% .

Duplicated Count ‘A child served during the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted:twice, once under each term s
i The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1994 was 15,458,
t{lrre: 1994 Mlchxgan ngram Education Performance Report, Migrant Educauon Program, chhxgan Department of Educauon, Iﬂnsmg Mtch March 1995.




Table 10. 1993 Mlgratory Chlldren in Michigan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade, '
* by Term, and by Migrant Status -

10 . 246 222 S 468 - 40% . - 110 . 408 .  31%
11 169 - 184 . 353 - 3.1% 192 . 82 274 2.1%
12 Sur 156 267 2.3% 66 - 21 - 87 - 07%
OUTOFSCHOOL 293 . =~ 734 1,027 . 89%. .51 . 71 128 1.0%
UNGRADED ~~ 23~ 17 - = 40 ~ 03% 100 28 128 . 1.0%

TOTAL 6,192 . . 5366 - 11,558 - 1000% 8091 5213 13,304 1100.0% -

. Duplicated Count: A chlld served during’ the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted twice, once under each term.
. The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1993 was 19,167. : : i
Source: 1993 Michigan Mlgram Educatwn Perfonnance Report Migrant Education Program. Mlclugan Department of Educalwn, Lansmg M:ch. March. 1994.

Table 11. 1992 Mlgratory Children in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade,
- by Term, and by- Migrant Status

10 354 308 - 662 . 45% - 278 130 - 408 . 27% -
11 231 o 248 - 479 T 32% . 205 - 118 - 323 2.1%
1 - m - .~ 159 - . 272 : 18% 61 . 31 92 0.6%
joUT OF. SCHOOL 28 - _ 25 .53 04% 60 56 116 . .0.8% .
UNGRADED 65 - 55 120 . 08% 87 35. 122 0.8%
TOTAL 8,182 6,663 14,845 100.0% - 9,527 5,780 15307 100% .

Dupiicated Count: A child served during the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted twice, once under each term.
' The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1992 was 21,131. .
“'"""l 1992 Mlch:gan Migrant Education Performance Repors, Migrant Education Program, Michigan Department of Education, Lansing, M:ch March. 1 993
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Table 12. 1991 Mlgratory Chlldren in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade,-
by Term, and by Mlgrant Status

'BIRTH — 2 - L 512 3.8%
AGES3—5 298 303 . 60l - 48% . 1,150 5317 1681 . 12.5%
K | o % 1314 9.8%

. 1,062
82% . 555 - 386 941
- 819

_ ) 291 - , o123 379
1m0 181 183 - 364 29% - 191 91" - 282 . 21% |
27 7 o121 - 141 262 - 21% . 58 © 34 .92 0.7%
'UNGRADED 21 ‘19 BN 11} 03% - 94 38 132" - 1.0%
OTHER. =~ 75 . 160 . 235 1.9% 394 266 - 660 - 4.9%
TOTAL 6,921 5607 - . 12,528 - 100.0% . 8,475 4963 13,438 - 100.0%

Duplicated Count: A child served during the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted twice, once under each term
L The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1991 was 19,209. o .
Source: 1991 Mwhlgan Migran: Educatwn Performance Report, Migrant Educatwn Program, Michigan Department of Educatwn. Iansmg, Mwh. FEB 1992,

Table 13 1990 Mlgratory Chlldren in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade,
by Term, and by Migrant Status '

BIRTH — 2 ‘98 - T8 106 0 11% 518 43 S6l 43%
AGES3—5 . 158 - .53 211 . 22% 1001 .0 492 1493 115%
K 668 303 0 971 100% 822 552 1374 105%

T4 . - 80% 593 316, - 909 - 70%

N &
LN v
(=3
N
N
~J
N

10 - C46% 125 390

1 . 133 . 138, 211 28% 177 82 259 2.0%
12 - 86 S99 185 - 19% - 4l 38 79 0.6%
UNGRADED 17 7 24 02% 8 38 127 10% .
_ OTHER ~ = 24 - .16 ~ 40 ~  04% .33 . 230 .  S64 43%
“TOTAL 6182 . . 3507 9689 100.0% . 8484 4552 13036 = 100.0%

Duplicated Count: ~ A child served during the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted twice, once under each term.
S - The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1990 was 17,957. ’
_ Source: 1990 Mu:hxgan Migrant Education Perfonmmce Report, M:grant Education Program, Mwh:gan Department of Education, IAnsmg, Mich., Feb., 1 991
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Table 14 1989 Migratory Children in Mlchlgan Served by Mlgrant Educatlon Programs by Grade,
by Term, and by Migrant Status '

10 225 166 391 - 4.4% 166 80 246 2.4%

n 130 S 17 247 - 28% - 111 - . 60 171, 1.6%

12 : 76 - 86" 162 0 - 18% 41 . 15 . 56 - 05%

UNGRADED - 4 1 1 0.1% 30 . 12 42 04%
OTHER L0 213 213 - 24% 327 0 327 3% |

TOTAL 5,261 3,566 - 8827 1000% 6,978 3,426 10404 ' -100.0%

Duplicated Count: A child served duriné the Regular School Year and during Summer is counted twice, once under each term.
The unduplicated count of migratory children served during both terms in 1989 was 15,135. = - - -
Source: 1989 Michigan Mugram Education I’erfomlance Report, Migrant Education Program, Mlclugan Department of Educatwn, I.ansmg. Mich., Feb., 1990.

Chart 17. 1989 Migratory Children in Mlchlgan Served by Migrant Education Programs
- byGrade, by Term, and by Mlgrant Status ' _ _
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'-. The Julian Samora Research Institute is the,‘M'idwest"s.pr.emier‘ policy research and -

outreach center to the Hispanic community. The Institute’s mission includes:

.. Generation of a program of research and evaluation to examine the social,-
economic, educational, and political condition of Latino communities.

- Transmission of research findings to .academic institutions, government -
officials, community leaders, and’ private sector executives through .
publications, public -policy seminars, workshops,” and private

consultations. . | R :

Provision of technical expertise and support to Latino communities: in an
effort to develop policy responses to local problems. .

* Julian Samora Research Institute .
Michigan State University -

112 Paolucci Building . L :
East Lansing, MI 48824-1110 = .
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